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Abstract
Describing animal growth through the nonlinear models allows a detailed evaluation 
of their behavior, besides revealing important information of the response to a particu‐
lar treatment. In this chapter, the parameters of mathematical models (Gompertz, Von 
Bertalanffy, Logistic and Brody) for live weight, feed and protein intakes, total and stan‐
dard lengths and nutrient deposition are described systematically and comprehensively. 
Also the relative growth and allometric coefficients of body components in relation to 
body weight of fish and amphibians are described, explaining better the use of the allo‐
metric equation and classifying the growth of the body components.
Keywords: mathematical models, allometry, body components
1. Introduction
The growth of an animal is directly related to its weight gain, constituted by water retention, 
protein, fat, and minerals, the quantity of which may vary from organism to organism. The 
order of formation of tissues and bone, muscle or fat, depending on the physiological maturity, 
that is, the development of each tissue occurs in an isometric way, besides that each compo‐
nent stimulates its growth in different phases of the animal life [1, 2]. Through this sequence, 
the final target of the nutrients in the animal’s body has been observed. It is therefore impor‐
tant to know the weight and/or age at which the body growth rate declines and most part of 
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the nutrients goes to the adipose tissue due to the increased demand for energy expenditure 
[3]. Research is needed to determine the body growth in order to describe well the increased 
animal production. However, a proper animal’s physical growth requires good maintenance 
conditions which are provided by the bone structure, whose development should be closely 
linked to the development of muscles for obtaining optimal body growth [4].
In aquatic animals, the adipose tissue may occur as individual deposits, like visceral fat exist‐
ing in the form of body fat [5]; or less diffusely distributed in muscles, liver, skin, kidneys, 
lungs, bones, and connective tissues [6]. The fat deposits in tadpoles are acquired from the 
genes that are transferred to them from their parents [7]. However, other factors also contrib‐
ute to the accumulation of fat in animals, such as diet and environmental conditions [8].
Animal growth is directly related to the feed it receives and the climate conditions of the region 
where it is found. Moreover, it is also associated with other factors such as the genetics, bio‐
type, race, weight, age, and body state [9]. Emmans [10] stated that an ideal method of calcu‐
lating nutritional requirements and indicating an animal’s feed intake during its development 
is first to start discovering its growing potential. The nutrient requirements and development 
of an animal are fully interconnected. Through the understanding of these interactions, it is 
therefore, possible to find out the nutritional deficiencies, and to obtain the maximum animal 
performance while discerning the limits of production and making the appropriate changes 
to improve the animal productivity [11].
2. Animal growth characteristics
Growth involves an increase in the size of the animal, accompanied by the changes in body 
components, the latter being known as “development.” The body components change in 
response to the age‐related changes in cellular structures and functions [12]. Growth begins 
after fertilization of the ovum and ends when the body gains the adult weight [13].
Muscle growth in fish differs from that in mammals and continues for much of the life 
cycle [14] or fishes do not stop growing even after breeding. In mammals, Gómez et al. [15] 
described that weight gain is produced by three processes—the hyperplasia, an increase in 
the number of muscle cells; the hypertrophy, an enlargement of the cells; and metaplasm, the 
transformation of cells. Thus, animal growth is a cellular response to different internal and 
external factors.
In fish, three phases of muscle formation are distinguished: the first phase leads to the forma‐
tion of embryonic muscle fibers that are grouped as undifferentiated myoblasts, which are 
the source of subsequent growth. In the second phase, the yolk sac larvae are observed, the 
differentiation of the germinal and proliferative zone of the myoblasts, where the dorsal and 
ventral apex of the myotomes is observed. Thirdly, the myoblasts on the surface of the embry‐
onic muscle fibers are activated in a process that can continue for the entire life [15].
In amphibians, more precisely in bullfrog tadpoles, the life cycle is divided into three phases—
embryonic, larval, and metamorphosis. The embryonic stage constitutes the period of fertilization 
and development within the egg. The second stage, larval, begins with the hatching of the egg 
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and the entire period of development of the tadpole. In the third and last phase, metamorphosis, 
the tadpole changes into an adult amphibian [16]. Gosner [17], while taking into consideration 
the morphological changes that occur in the three phases, subdivided them into 46 developmen‐
tal stages. The first embryonic phase includes the 1–25 stages; the second phase, of body growth 
and early development of the hind limbs, includes the 26–35 stages. During the stages 36–41, 
the stabilization of the corporal growth and the development of hind limbs occur and, in 42–46 
stages, the metamorphosis ends up with the externalization of the forelimbs, reabsorption of 
the tail, and modification of the mandible. However, the bullfrog, like all anuran amphibians, is 
carnivorous during the adult (terrestrial) phase, generally requiring higher levels of protein in its 
diet than those of other eating habits [18–21].
2.1. Factors regulating the animal growth
The growth of an animal depends on the genotype‐environment interaction and factors such 
as quality and quantity of food, management, and health status. Body weight and length 
are the main parameters for producers (breeders) to determine whether the feeding level is 
adequate or not. For the diet to meet rapid growth is essential to understand the relationships 
between the weight or length and growth, so if the food is insufficient for maintenance and 
growth, the latter may inhibit or cease altogether [22].
In addition to weight and feed consumption, growth is influenced by other factors, which 
often interact with the amount of feed and body weight. According to Hepher [22], these 
factors can be internal and external (environmental) factors. Thus, for example, some species 
show a clear difference according to sex ranging from 5 to 10% [23]. Dutta [24] describes that 
males of Xiphophorus and Poecilia reach a “specific size,” however the females continue to 
grow after maturity while the rate of growth decreases over time. Another example is tilapia, 
where males grow faster than females, even yet in common carp (Cyprinus carpio) and eel 
(Anguilla anguilla), there is a greater growth of the female in relation to the male [22].
When the female has a lower weight than its male counterpart, the values of the initial growth 
rate, the inflection point and the asymptotic weight are smaller; nevertheless, it has less time 
to reach maturity. These differences of precocity between the sexes can be observed in the 
growth of the different tissues [23, 25], in some genetic characteristics, and in the physiologi‐
cal state of the animal. The growth of some fish decreases when they reach to sexual maturity. 
Some species of the genus Oncorhynchus and Anguilla migrate to spawn and die. On the other 
hand, the Salmo salar can repeat this procedure many times, that is, its individuals feed and 
grow between each spawn. In case of some tropical fish such as Heterandria, the growth 
is interrupted when the animal reaches a “specific size” [24]. External factors included that 
affect growth are the temperature, light, and water quality, which may interact with the geno‐
type of the fish and amphibians and can induce variations in the muscle growth rate [26].
In frog culture, the time of production of the “imago,” to reach slaughter weight can range 
from 77 [27] to 166 days [28]. The main interference factor is the temperature because it directly 
influences the metabolism of the animal. Similar to all anuran amphibians, the bullfrog is 
dependent on the temperature of the environment in which it is found [29]. Sometimes, an 
increase in the water temperature above the level considered to be optimal for bullfrog may 
Morphometric Growth Characteristics and Body Composition of Fish and Amphibians
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.69061
9
influence growth performance. Braga and Lima [30], observed a better growth and weight 
gain of bullfrogs with a live weight between 37 and 90 g at the temperature between 25.1 
and 30.4°C. Figueiredo et al. [31] already have observed the better performance parameters 
in bullfrogs weighing more than 100 g at temperature between 27.6 and 28.2°C. The envi‐
ronmental temperature also affected the adipose and hepatic tissue weights, presenting the 
higher values at temperatures of 27.27 and 26.81°C, respectively [32].
2.2. Mathematical models for describing animal growth
According to Tedeschi [33], models are mathematical representations of the mechanisms 
governing natural phenomena that may not be fully recognized, controlled, or understood. 
A mathematical model is an equation or set of equations which represent the behavior of a 
system, where there is a correspondence between the variables of the model and the quan‐
tities observed [34]. According to Dumas et al. [26], mathematical models are analytical 
solutions for the differential equations that can be adjusted to the growth data using non‐
linear regression. Likewise, regression analysis uses the relationship between two or more 
quantitative variables, so that one variable can be assumed as a function of another. The 
main objectives of regression analysis are based on three purposes: description, control, and 
prediction [35].
The modeling process includes the definition of objectives, construction of a diagram to 
identify the main factor involved in the system to be modeled, formulate the appropriate 
mathematical functions, collection of the data to estimate the parameters, solving equations, 
evaluation and verification of the model and programming the simulation [36].
Growth in animals can be explained by mathematical functions. These functions can predict 
the development of live weight, which helps to evaluate the productivity of a breed under 
a specific breeding condition [15, 37]. Growth can usually be described and predicted using 
conventional mathematical models, since it does not occur in a chaotic way [26]. In order to 
understand the random variation between the measurements of an animal, growth curves can 
be used with the aim of adjusting and standardizing the variation of weight and age during 
the life of an individual.
Growth models have been used to provide a mathematical summary of the development of 
animal growth or its parts as a function of time [34]. The growth model expression is used 
to describe an analytical function described by a single equation: y = f (t), where “y” is the 
response variable (weight) that depends on the functional relationship, which is established 
as a function of the independent variable “t” (time).
According to Thornley and France [34], growth models can be categorized according to the 
functional behavior “f” as curves describing a decreasing yield (Monomolecular), those which 
have a sigmoidal behavior with a inflection point (e.g., Logistic, Gompertz, and Schumacher) 
and those with a flexible inflection point (as Von Bertalanffy, Richards, Lopez, and Weibull).
Growth curves which involve a series of measurements of some interest over time (body 
weight, body composition, diameter, and longitude) [38] are usually adjusted under controlled 
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conditions, and are the first steps in predicting nutrient requirements for animals of different 
genotypes [26, 39]. Moreover, they evaluate various parameters such as growth rate, maturity 
rate at different ages and weight at slaughter time and thus allow and help in establishing zoo 
technical breeding programs [15].
According to Brown and Rothery [40], each model has the ability to calculate an esti‐
mate of mean weight at maturity and early maturity periods. The closest asymptote is 
the weight at maturity, as a constant condition relative to a model for body composition 
under productive environments. Dumas et al. [26] showed that the growth trajectory of 
the animals presents an initial phase of acceleration, and the levels when the animal is 
close to its adult stage or induces its reproductive growth, being called the growth inhibi‐
tion phase (Figure 1). Many species of fish, molluscs, crustaceans, and amphibians can 
even grow after reaching the maturity size and the final stage of growth presents a greater 
plasticity [26].
2.3. Models applied for growth assessment
To describe the growth in fish and amphibians, it is common to use nonlinear mathemati‐
cal models. The most used models are included, the Brody, Gompertz, Logistic, Richards, 
and von Bertalanffy [40–44], however, there is a much larger range of functions that can 
be used to help in the simulation of body growth and body components such as, the 
scales, skin, viscera, fillet or nutrients such as, the protein, fat, and ash content. These 
functions are used in simulation models to estimate the body composition of animals at 
any stage of development, requiring little information on their growth and initial body 
composition [26].
These models contain several common parameters though there are variations regarding 
their interpretation and content, and are possible to associate any biological meaning to each 
of them [25]. Gompertz, Y = Aexp(−exp(−b(t − T))); Von Bertalanffy, Y = A(1 − K exp(−Bt))3; 
Logistic, Y = A(1 + K exp(−Bt))−1; and Brody, Y = A(1 − K exp(−Bt)). The parameters used in these 
models are defined as: Y = measurement values (g or cm); t = experimental days; A = body 
Figure 1. Typical growth trajectory in fish (source: Dumas et al. [26]).
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weight or length at maturity; K = scale parameter with no biological interpretation for the Von 
Bertalanffy, Logistic, and Brody models; b and B = growth rate at maturity; T = growth rate 
at maturity for the Gompertz model, where it represents the day of maximum growth. These 
parameters can be estimated by the modified Gauss‐Newton method, through the program 
of SAS by procedure “PROC NLIN” (nonlinear regression).
2.4. Assessment of the accuracy of mathematical models
According to Tedeschi [33], the evaluation of the accuracy of a model is an essential step in the 
modeling process which indicates the level of precision in the prediction adjustments. The evalu‐
ation of the model can and should proceed up to the level of the predicted results (upper level) 
and up to the level of the assumptions (lower level), while the parameters should be determined 
by the researchers. Unfortunately, this is not always possible, and some “tuning” or “calibration” 
of the parameters is usually necessary. A higher evaluation may consider model properties, such 
as simplicity, fit plasticity, applicability, and quality and quantity of prediction adjustment.
According to Santos et al. [45], to choose the model that best fits the data, the following criteria 
are considered: mean square of residue (MSR), coefficient of determination (R2), and biologi‐
cal interpretability of parameters.
Some criteria can be used to select the models and describe correctly that which one is better 
for a given data. The most commonly used adjustment quality evaluators are determination 
coefficient (R2) [46, 47], adjusted coefficient of determination (R2aj.) [48], the mean squared 
error (MSE) [46, 47]; value of the Akaike criterion (AIC) [47, 48], value of the Bayesian infor‐
mation criterion (BIC) [47, 48]; convergence percentage (C%) [47, 48], the number of iterations 
(NI) [44, 45, 46]; mean absolute deviation of residues (MADR) [49–51], dispersion of the waste 
estimated by the models and the distribution of studentized waste [50].
The adopted set of adjustment evaluators should be fitting to assist in the decision making of 
the choice of the better model studied. Evaluation criteria for selecting an appropriate model 
should be well adopted, since information provided by fit quality assessors can indicate that 
which model is most appropriate to describe the body growth of a population [52, 53].
2.5. Mathematical models for evaluating animal growth
Each animal species has a particular growth curve where it should be in a suitable and non‐
limiting environment. The fact that several aspects such as maturity, composition, and depo‐
sition rates of body nutrients can interfere with the growth curve should be emphasized. 
Therefore, care must be taken in choosing the best model, since there are a lot of models that 
will fit one’s data. However, attention should be paid about those who describe the growth of 
animals with greater precision and clarity according to their age. Once the wrong model has 
been chosen, the error will be reflected in future researches and feeding programs.
In the ongoing nutrition research, several studies on the application of mathematical models 
are available about amphibians and fish. Thus, some of the previous literature has been chosen 
to characterize their application in research studies. Next will be described the weight or length 
of the animal at maturity (A) and growth rate relative to maturity (K) of some species.
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As for the parameter A that refers to the asymptotic weight, Amancio et al. [54] evaluated 
fitting of five mathematical models (Gompertz, Logistic, Linear Hyperbolic, Quadratic, and 
Logarithmic Quadratic) to describe the growth curve of genetically improved farmed tilapia 
(GIFT) Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus). Nile tilapia fingerlings of the initial weight 2.4 g 
stocked in 20 concrete tanks of 2 m3 with a density of 25 m−3 fish for a period of 180 days. An 
asymptotic weight of 763.6 g in the Gompertz model and 509.8 g in the Logistic model was 
reported. These values are lower than those found by Carvalho [55], who worked with several 
families of tilapia in a genetic improvement program, using the Gompertz model and found 
values of 3921.4 g (family 40), 4554.7 g (family 6), and 4613.5 g (family 53).
Similarly, the values for the T parameter were obtained, which refers to the age at the inflec‐
tion point of 186.6 days of the Gompertz model and 208.2 days of the logistic model. These 
values also are less than those found by Carvalho [55], such as 495.4 days (family 53), 479.8 
days (family 6), and 415.2 days (family 40). It is then realized that such differences of the vari‐
ety between the Nile tilapia families imply that studies can still be carried out for the improve‐
ment of the variety in question, as well as the validation and concluding the fish growth, or 
even studies for the formation of a new variety.
In conclusion, Carvalho [55] concludes that Gompertz model was the one that better adjusted 
the characteristics evaluated in the study of growth curves of Nile tilapia. Similar result was 
seen by Hernandez‐Llamas and Ratkowsky [56] and Katsanevakis and Maravelias [57] evalu‐
ating mathematical models to describe the fish growth. However, in a study carried out by 
Aguilar [58], using the Chitralada variety of Nile tilapia, a better adjustment of body growth 
rate for the von Bertalanffy model, Gompertz, and Logistic has been found. The other mod‐
els also presented a satisfactory fit with the estimated asymptotic weight between 614.13 
and 820.44 g. On the other hand, Costa et al. [59] used the Brody, von Bertalanffy, Logistic, 
Gompertz, and exponential models evaluating the growth of the Chitralada, GIFT, and red 
Nile tilapia lines and observed that the fit of the exponential model was the most adequate. In 
the present experiment, the Gompertz model was the one that better adjusted the data.
In the same way as evaluated for fish, in amphibians more specifically in bullfrog tadpoles, 
different models (Gompertz, Brody, von Bertalanffy, and Logistic) were applied for evaluation 
and simulation of their growth [50]. The values of the parameters found for each growth model 
adopted in weight and total length have been found in the study of Mansano et al. [50]. The 
Gompertz, von Bertalanffy, and Logistic, were the only featured models in which the conver‐
gence criterion was achieved; however, the Brody model did not converge for the observed data 
set of weight and length. A possible explanation may be that the model does not have an analyti‐
cal solution of the normal equations, being the estimations of the parameters of the nonlinear 
models obtained by iterative algorithms [60]. The weight at maturity or asymptotic weight (A) 
found for the logistic model (8.90 g) was the one with the lowest value, followed by the Gompertz 
model (10.66 g), which was lower than that found by the model von Bertalanffy (13.36 g) [50]. For 
the total length at maturity, parameter A presented the same behavior. The simulated values for 
parameter A adopted in the study are biologically interpretable for bullfrog tadpoles.
The parameter of B of the Gompertz, von Bertalanffy, and Logistic models represents the 
growth rate relative to maturity, and the lowest value of this parameter represents the highest 
Morphometric Growth Characteristics and Body Composition of Fish and Amphibians
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.69061
13
weight and total length at maturity [61]. In the study of Mansano et al. [50], the logistic model 
presented the highest value, among the three models that were presenting the lowest weight 
and total length at maturity. Inversely, the von Bertalanffy model presented the lowest B value 
for the parameter B and, consequently, higher weight and total length at maturity. In the same 
study of the evaluation of these models, the R2 values found for all the models were excellent 
>0.98, with small differences for both live weight and total length. However, R2 is not a good 
differentiator for choosing nonlinear models [60]. From the mean squared error (MSE) found 
for the models, it can be seen that there was no difference between the studied models, for both 
live weight and total length. In the absolute average deviation (AAD) evaluation, it was pos‐
sible to verify that the von Bertalanffy and Logistic models underestimated the values. They 
presented lower values than those observed in the initial weight studies which are a serious 
error to be considered. Since for animals such as bullfrog tadpoles that have an initial weight 
around 0.1 g, it cannot be considered that an animal has a negative weight because it is biologi‐
cally impossible.
In a study of captive bullfrog during its terrestrial phase, Pereira et al. [62] tested two nonlin‐
ear models. The authors have found quite different values among which the estimated value 
of A for live weight of 1051.5 g of the Gompertz model was considered high to represent the 
study period. Bullfrog specimens may reach this value throughout their life with more than 2 
years. However, the estimated value for mean weight of 343.7 g of the logistic model was con‐
sidered adequate for the growing period of the “Froglets” until the slaughter weight, since the 
frogs had an average weight of 214.56 g with 126 days. The adjusted K value for live weight 
of 0.0088 (g/day) by Gompertz model presented the same incoherence for the A value of the 
same model. Since it is believed that the bullfrog presents a maximum growth rate during 
the period of the 126 experimental days, estimed as 0.0313 (g/day) by logistic model with its 
maximum peak at 109th day of the experiment.
According to Pereira et al. [62], the logistic model presented a characteristic of estimating 
baseline values lower than the Gompertz model, underestimating the initial live weight in the 
mean of 4.12 g. This behavior was also observed in bullfrogs created in mini bays, where the 
logistic model underestimated the initial weight by 21.8 g [51], and the study performed in 
294 days with frogs beyond the slaughter weight range. These values underestimated by any 
type of model provided can be considered that this value is not negative, since no animal is 
born with a negative weight. It is important to point out that the results found in the previ‐
ous literature aimed finding the equations representing growth may vary among the various 
species of amphibians and the conditions adopted [6]. The choice of a suitable growth model 
is important, since it can have a decisive effect on the results of simulation of an ecological 
dynamics model. For example, the logistic model has been indicated to describe growth over 
short periods of time (days and months) and in environments that have some control such as 
nutrition [63].
The use of nonlinear models may have a wide application area, using the Gompertz model 
described by Mansano et al. [50], to describe the growth curve and body composition (protein 
crude, fat, water, and ash content) of bullfrog tadpoles [64] (Table 1). In addition to the evalu‐
ation and simulation of growth using Gompertz model, it was possible to verify that which of 
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Variable Diet Parameter
Pm b (per day) t*
Live weight (g) ED 10.66 ± 1.0517a 0.0558 ± 0.0088 38.195 ± 2.2956
CD 9.54 ± 0.4174b 0.0590 ± 0.0044 37.571 ± 0.9918
P value 0.0028 0.3628 0.3020
Total length (mm) ED 120.0 ± 3.8715 0.0394 ± 0.0022 21.813 ± 1.0297
CD 122.1 ± 3.1691 0.0371 ± 0.0016 23.516 ± 0.8630
P value 0.3124 0.2764 0.1046
Partial length (mm) ED 37.26 ± 1.0098a 0.0415 ± 0.0023 16.465 ± 0.8371
CD 35.56 ± 0.8304b 0.0425 ± 0.0021 15.978 ± 0.7135
P value 0.0199 0.5618 0.4519
Cumulative food intake (g) ED 15.19 ± 0.6551 0.0482 ± 0.0026 42.563 ± 1.0919
CD 15.33 ± 0.5732 0.0485 ± 0.0023 42.656 ± 0.9413
P value 0.5828 0.7863 0.5979
Cumulative protein intake (g) ED 4.56 ± 0.1970b 0.0482 ± 0.0026 42.563 ± 1.0919
CD 5.42 ± 0.5732a 0.0485 ± 0.0023 42.655 ± 0.9413
P value 0.0001 0.7863 0.8405
Total body protein (mg) ED 873.8 ± 0.1837a 0.0478 ± 0.0122 43.759 ± 2.3173
CD 697.0 ± 0.0373b 0.0672 ± 0.0062 41.271 ± 1.0896
P value 0.0265 0.0817 0.2525
Total body water (mg) ED 9.103.8 ± 0.8588a 0.0564 ± 0.0088 37.461 ± 2.2084
CD 8.168.8 ± 0.3603b 0.0599 ± 0.0048 36.467 ± 1.0097
P value 0.0028 0.5940 0.1574
Total body fat (mg) ED 469.4 ± 0.0864 0.0568 ± 0.0154 43.961 ± 3.9850
CD 421.5 ± 0.0330 0.0592 ± 0.0061 46.103 ± 1.6829
P value 0.6612 0.4787 0.1197
Total body ash (mg) ED 195.6 ± 0.0444 0.0443 ± 0.0105 48.064 ± 2.932
CD 169.6 ± 0.0124 0.0528 ± 0.0043 47.024 ± 1.706
P value 0.1044 0.0545 0.7943
Pm = weight or length at maturity; b (per day) = maturation rate; t* (days) = time of maximum growth rate. Means in 
the same column followed by different superscript letters differ significantly (P < 0.05, F test).Source: Elaboration of the 
authors. Wt = sWm × exp × (−exp × (− b × (t − t*))), where Wt = nutrient weight (g) of the animal at time t, expressed as a 
function of Wm; Wm = nutrient weight (g) at maturity of the animal; b = maturation rate (per day); t* = time (days) when 
the growth rate is maximal. 1ED = 26.23% digestible protein and 32.68% crude protein; 2CD = 37.92% crude protein.
Table 1. Parameter estimates obtained with the Gompertz equation for live weight, feed and protein intake, total and 
partial lengths and nutrient deposition of bullfrog tadpoles fed the experimental (ED)1 and commercial (CD)2 diets.
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the diets presented the best performance for the animals. Thus, it was possible to conclude that 
the Gompertz model provided a good fit of the data to describe the morphometric growth curve 
and carcass nutrient deposition of bullfrog tadpoles. A higher growth rate and nutrient deposi‐
tion was observed for tadpoles receiving the experimental diet (26.23% digestible protein).
On the basis of the estimated equation, growth rates (g/day) were calculated as a function of 
time (t) by the derivative dWt/dt = bWt exp(−b(t − t*)) of the equation described by Winsor [65].
Still taking as an example the Gompertz equation, the growth, consumption, and nutrient 
deposition rates (g/day) as a function of time (t) can be calculated by means of the derivative 
of the equation dY/dK = bPt exp(−b(t − t*)), Winsor [65]. These parameters are very simple to 
obtain, an example of which is their estimation by the modified Gauss‐Newton method using 
nonlinear regression using the NLIN procedure of SAS or another statistical program.
It was possible to verify that the values of the consumption, deposition, protein, fat, moisture, 
and ash content weights showed as the tadpoles gained body protein weight, there was an 
increase in the deposition of the other nutrients. After deposition of nutrients in the tadpole 
body, ash, protein, and water deposition occurred in the initial phase (Table 2). The authors 
concluded that nutrient consumption is greater than the nutrient deposition in the carcass of 
the bullfrog tadpoles (Lithobates catesbeianus) and the high protein content of 57.53% of the 
commercial feed used is not fully utilized by the bullfrog tadpoles.
3. Relative growth and allometric coefficients of body components  
of fish and amphibian
3.1. Allometric growth
The body composition of the fish changes throughout the life cycle and its utilization is 
affected by endogenous (species, size) and exogenous factors such as time of year and diet 
Age (days) Protein (g/dia) Lipid Water Ash
CONS DEP* CONS DEP* DEP* CONS DEP*
1 0.0058 0.00064 0.0008 0.00016 0.0104 0.00109 0.00005
12 0.0155 0.00399 0.0023 0.00128 0.0569 0.00294 0.00053
20 0.0254 0.00796 0.0037 0.00293 0.1069 0.00482 0.00126
29 0.0414 0.01147 0.0061 0.00485 0.1475 0.00787 0.00201
42 0.0537 0.01207 0.0079 0.00600 0.1497 0.01019 0.00226
54 0.0642 0.00947 0.0094 0.00527 0.1155 0.01218 0.00179
63 0.0608 0.00711 0.0089 0.00711 0.0862 0.01155 0.00134
*Deposition values were estimated by the derivative of the Gompertz equation.
Table 2. Consumption (CONS) and deposition (DEP) of nutrients according to age of bullfrog tadpoles.
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composition [66]. According to Bureau et al. [67], the nutritional factors of the rations such as 
the balance of available amino acids, essential amino acids, amount of protein and the ratios 
of protein: energy is important in the deposition of protein and lipid in the tissues. Therefore, 
during the growth, there are seasonal changes in body composition, associated with the endo‐
crine states and the special physiological stages. At the reproduction stage, there occur the 
syntheses and reserves of new tissues [26]. In order to analyze this dynamics, the nutrient 
prediction models can be used. These are mechanistic models which are used to define the 
destination of dietary nutrients, considering the use of amino acids, fatty acids and their pre‐
cursors [26]. Thus for example, the amount of protein in the body can be described by means 
of a growth function. However, the increase in water, ash, and lipid deposition may be linked 
to protein to determine the whole body growth [39].
3.2. Equations for predicting allometric growth
The isometric and allometric relationships based on regression analysis are still successful 
to estimate the body composition in fish and other animals in the production sector [26]. 
The different genotypes may differ in aspects that are estimated from growth curves, such 
as the maturity, body composition at maturity, fat content, and maturity rates of the body 
chemical components. The chemical composition varies over time [39]. The energy gain can 
be predicted using the bioenergetic models, but these do not provide much information on 
the chemical composition and biomass gain [26].
Allometry refers to changes in the different dimensions of body parts that are correlated with 
changes in the whole body [68]. According to Thornley and France [34], allometry means 
growth of a part of the body (W
1
) related to a different proportion of the whole body (W). It 
may be expressed as follows: y = aXb, where a is the normalization constant, b is the dimen‐
sions of allometric parameters. This equation can be linearized as follows: lny = lna + b lnX. 
When the value of b is equal to 1, the growth is considered isogonic and the rates of develop‐
ment of Y and X are similar in the considered growth interval. In the case of b being greater 
than 1, the growth is called heterogenic positive and the growth rate of Y is greater than X, 
characterizing a late development. When the value of b is less than 1, the growth rate of Y is 
less than X characterizing an early development.
3.3. Allometric evaluation to describe growth variables
As an example, in a study conducted with the freshwater angelfish [69], it was possible to better 
understand the applicability of allometry. The allometric coefficients for length, weight, protein, 
fat, ash, and water were determined. The allometric equations and their components in addition 
to the coefficient of determination (R2) of the standard length (SL), head length (HL), height (H) 
and width (W) ratios are shown in Table 3. For the height component, the value of b was 1.095 
indicating that the fish presented a positive allometric growth or isogonic growth (b = 1), that is, 
from 30 to 233 days of age, the height increased by the same magnitude as the standard length.
Other components, such as the head length and width, showed an early growth (b < 1), 
increased at a lower rate than height, but with more intensity in the final phase of the growth 
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period (Figure 2). According to Santos et al. [70], head growth is early to ensure feed con‐
sumption during the early stages of fish growth; in late adult years there is a late growth.
In this study, males and females were kept together in the aquariums and it was not possible to 
estimate the sex ratio due to the difficulty in identifying sexual dimorphism in the early stages 
of growth. The difference between the growth rates of the different parts of the fish was more 
noticeable throughout the structuring period and stabilized when they got maturity level.
In production fish, it is useful to know the growth of the fillet in relation to its body weight 
in order to estimate the possible slaughter weight of the animal. Gomiero et al. [44] evaluated 
the development of fillet in relation to body weight in Piracanjuba fish, which presented an 
isogonic growth. According to the results obtained by Almeida et al. [71] about Oreochromis 
niloticus grown in a semi‐intensive system, the fillet growth was smaller than the body growth, 
whereas in an intensive rearing system, the fillet presented an enlargement equal to the body 
weight with a value of b = 0.9690.
Taking as an example, the result of the analysis of the standard length and weight ratio 
of freshwater angelfish presented in Figure 3a and b, we can observe that this fish has an 
isogonic growth indicating a proportional increase in weight and length. In Figure 3b, the 
Components Coefficients Ln a B R2
Head length −0.678 0.907 0.907
Height −0.728 1.095 0.900
Width −1.029 0.749 0.886
Weight −10.25 3.060 0.989
Length (L), width (W), weight and standard length (SL), natural logarithm of the normalization constant (Ln a), 
dimensions of allometric parameters.
Table 3. Allometric coefficients of P. scalare juveniles from 30 to 233 days of age in relation to the standard length.
Figure 2. Allometric lengths of head (H), height (H), width (W), and standard length (SL) in P. scalare from 30 to 233 days 
of age.
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exponential relation between standard length and weight can be observed. The coefficient of 
determination was 9.089 for the two regressions.
The value of b obtained for freshwater angelfish was 3.06 (Figure 3a). Results are close to 
those already found for the same and other fish species. For example, in Arapaima gigas grown 
in a semi‐intensive system in the state of Amazonas, Tavares‐Dias et al. [72] obtained for the 
coefficient b a value of 3.068. Silva‐Júnior et al. [73] obtained a value of b between a range 
of 2.4 and 3.4 for 33 estuarine fish species. Sani et al. [74], studying 14 species of freshwater 
fish in India, also have found a range of the value of b between 2.4 and 3.52. These values are 
within the ideal for fish, which should be close to 3 [75]. The time of year had influence on the 
weight‐to‐length relationship in salmon (Salmo trutta); in winter, there was negative allometry 
and in the other seasons the growth was isometric for females, males, and the mixed group 
[76]. According to Tavares‐Dias et al. [72], knowing the value of body weight can estimate the 
value of the standard length or vice versa.
Due to the difficulty in identifying the sexual dimorphism in the flag mites at the time of the 
beginning of the experimental phase, the fishes were not separated by sex, and for the bio‐
metric analysis, the fishes were randomly selected. In order to evaluate the length‐to‐weight 
Figure 3. Allometric relationships between weight and standard length in P. scalare from 30 to 233 days of age. A is the 
linear regression and B is the determination coefficient.
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relationship in Buglossidium luteum, separating the fish in groups by sex and also in mixed 
groups, İlkyaz et al. [77] concluded that although the length between sexes presented dif‐
ferent values, the weight‐length curves were very similar thereby growth was isometric for 
females, males, and for the mixed groups.
Several allometric relationships exist in the literature describing the relationship between 
surface area (SA) and body mass (BM) for different species of Anurans and these are fre‐
quently used in physiological studies. However for species of production such as bullfrog, 
little studies exist on such allometric relation. In the study conducted by Klein et al. [78], the 
bibliographic data such as, surface area (SA) (cm2) and body mas (BM) (g) was collected, and 
the allometric relationships between SA and BM were evaluated using linear regressions and 
phylogenetic generalized least squares (PGLS). Data from 453 specimens of 44 species were 
included. Intraspecific allometric relationships between SA and BM were determined for 18 
species, of which 10 presented regressions significantly different from the respective family 
regression, four species showed a significantly different intercept‐y, and three species exhib‐
ited a significantly different slope. Only the Bufonidae, Ranidae, and Hylidae families were 
represented by several species (9, 11, and 12, respectively) and with a larger number of speci‐
mens (54, 215, and 127, respectively). These three families showed significantly different OLS 
linear regressions on log‐transformed data, with Hylidae being the steepest (0.7735 ± 0.0110), 
Bufonidae an intermediate (0.6772 ± 0.0220), and Ranidae the lowest slope (0.6091 ± 0.0114). 
The relationship between SA and BM for Anura could be described by linear regression SA = 
9.8537 BM 0.6745 or by the regression of PGLS SA = 8.7498 BM 0.685.
3.4. Allometric evaluation for dynamics of macromolecules
With the allometric equations, it is possible to determine the relationship of body nutrients 
in relation to protein weight or live weight. Thus, nutrient prediction as a function of pro‐
tein weight corrects changes in body fat related to diet [79]. The amount of protein may be 
described as a growth function, and then the growth of water, ashes, and lipids may be linked 
to protein to determine the growth rate of the whole body [39]. Although the lipid and ash 
contents separately are not good predictors of body weight [80].
Figure 4 shows the allometric coefficients for the freshwater angelfish body components. The 
allometric relationship between body protein and live weight showed an isogonic tendency 
(b = 1.037), protein increased in the same proportion as body weight and these observations 
agree with the study done by Dumas et al. [80] with trout. This can be explained by the fact 
that the weight of the protein is linked to the live weight [80] mainly by the muscular gain. 
The fat performance regarding live weight was higher and 1105 units of fat were deposited 
per unit of live weight. Fat is the most dynamic macromolecule, and its rate of change is easily 
affected by the temperature of the water in which the fish exist, amount of fat (energy) in the 
diet, in addition to if the diet that has a protein imbalance. For each component, the coefficient 
of determination R2 was above 0.99 presenting a good fit of the model to the data.
In allometric study of Nile tilapia of GIFT strain, due to the body weight, Amancio et al. [81], 
found that as the fish gained body weight, there was an increase in the proportion of protein 
(b = 1.039), fat (b = 1.089) and ash (b = 1.051) and a reduction in body water ratio (b = 0.983). 
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This lower water weight ratio may be a result of the increased fat proportions in the carcass, 
since this was the component that presented the highest allometric coefficient.
In the study conducted by Silva [82], it was verified that in Nile tilapia of supreme strain, the 
body nutrient that increases largely as body weight increases is fat, mainly to the detriment 
of moisture content. The inverse relationship between lipid and water contents in the fish 
muscle was also observed by Guinazi et al. [83], Caula et al. [84], and Neves [85]. Even with 
the use of allometric equations derivative, it is possible to gain weight of certain nutrients per 
gram of body weight or protein weight. According to Bureau et al. [67], protein deposition 
governs the growth of the animal, since for each gram of protein deposit, three and six grams 
of water deposited, while the deposition of lipids can be done by replacing the water.
Allometric equations are important in determining the relationship of body nutrients, organs, 
muscle, bone, and skin to protein weight or live weight. The equations can estimate the con‐
tent of nutrients that the animal deposits are based on the protein weight or live weight [79]. 
Allometry has been used in mathematical modeling because the body composition of lipid‐
free dry matter does not change during animal development, but the lipid content of growing 
animals can be affected by the diet [86].
When allometry has been used in relation to the proportion of protein in the body, the dif‐
ferences between sex and lineages are small. Thus, the use of protein weight in allometric 
relationships makes the equations more precise. However, the development of allometric 
equations in relation to fasting live weight would be the most practical method to predict 
body weight and body nutrient deposition [79].
4. Final considerations
Growth models are useful tools that besides evaluating variables within a population, allow 
measures to improve the points of the curve, make a selection of the desirable characteristics 
Figure 4. Allometric relationships between live weight and fat, ash, water and protein in P. scalare from day 30 to day 
233 of age.
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within a production system and allow improving the feeding strategies for the animals. For 
future allometric growth research in order to improve the standardization of values, different 
animal groups can be selected for conducting trials while separating them on the basis of their 
sex, age, sexual maturity, and the time of year.
Acknowledgements
We thank the state funding agency Fundacão de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado de São Paulo 
(FAPESP) for financial support (Grants 2013/25761‐4).
Author details
Cleber Fernando M. Mansano1*, Beatrice Ingrid Macente2, Kifayat Ullah Khan1, Thiago Matias 
T. do Nascimento1, Edney P. da Silva2, Nilva Kazue Sakomura2 and João Batista K. Fernandes1
*Address all correspondence to: clebermansano@yahoo.com.br
1 Aquaculture Center of UNESP, São Paulo State University, Jaboticabal, SP, Brazil
2 Faculty of Agrarian and Technological Sciences, São Paulo State University, Jaboticabal, SP, 
Brazil
References
[1] Ensminger ME, Oldfield JE, Heinemann WW. Feeds and Nutrition. 2nd ed. The 
Ensminger Publishing Company. Califórnia; 2001. p. 1544
[2] Gonzales E, Sartori JS. Crescimento e Metabolismo Muscular. Fisiologia Aviária Aplicada 
a Frangos de Corte. Jaboticabal, SP, Brazil: FUNEP/UNESP; 2002. pp. 279‐298
[3] Lawrence TLJ, Fowler VR. Growth of Farm Animals. CAB: New York; 1997. p. 330
[4] Marcato SM, Sakomura NK, Fernandez JBK, Nascimento DCN, Furlan RL, Piva GH. 
Crescimento e Deposição de Nutrientes nas Penas, Músculo, Ossos e Pele de Frangos 
de Corte de Duas Linhagens Comerciais. Ciência e Agrotecnologia. 2009;33(4):1159‐1168
[5] Albinati RCB, Lima SL, Donzele JL. Níveis de Energia Digestível na Ração de Girinos de 
Rã‐touro. Revista Brasileira de Saúde e Produção Animal. 2001;2:48‐52
[6] Hota AK. Growth in amphibians. Gerontology. 1994;40:147‐160
[7] Manwell C. Metamorphosis and gene action‐i. electrophoresis of dehydrogenases, ester‐
ases, phosphatases, hemoglobins and other soluble proteins of tadpole and adult bull‐
frogs. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology. 1966;17:805‐823
New Insights into Morphometry Studies22
[8] Agostinho CA, Silva MA, Torres RA, Lima SL. Parâmetros genéticos de características de 
produção em rã‐pimenta (Leptodactylus labyrinthicus) (Spix, 1824). Revista Sociedade 
Brasileira de Zootecnia. 1991;20:55‐60
[9] Mazzini ARA, Muniz JA, Aquino LH, Silva FF. Análise da curva de crescimento de 
machos hereford. Ciência e Agrotecnologia. 2003;27(5):1105‐1112
[10] Emmans GC. A model of the growth and feed intake of ad libitum fed animals, par‐
ticularly poultry. In: Hillyer GM, Whittemore CT, Gunn RG, editors. Computers in 
Animal Production. 5th ed. British Society of Animal production. Occasional publica‐
tion; Edinburgh; 1981. pp. 103‐110
[11] Leeson S, Summers JD. Commercial Poultry Nutrition. 2nd ed. University Books, 
Guelph; 1997. p. 355
[12] Gous RM. Modelling energy and amino acid requirements in order to optimize the 
feeding of commercial broilers. In: 2nd International Symposium on Avian Nutrition; 
Concordia, Brazil; 2001
[13] Hammond J. Farm Animals. 3rd ed. London: Edward Arnold Publishers Ltd; 1960
[14] Johnston IA. Muscle development and growth: Potential implications for flesh quality in 
fish. Aquaculture. 1999;177:99‐115
[15] Gómez DAA, Cerón MFM, Restrepo LFB. Modelación de funciones de creci‐
miento aplicadas a la producción animal. Revista Colombiana Ciencias Pecuarias. 
2008;21:39‐58
[16] Altig R, McDiarmid RW. Body plan: developmental and morphology. In: McDiarmid RW, 
Altig R, editors. Tadpoles: The Biology of Anuran Larvae. Chicago: Chicago Press; 1999. 
pp. 24‐51
[17] Gosner KL. A simplified table for staging anuran embryos and larvae with notes on 
identification. Herpetologica. 1960;16:183‐190
[18] Reeder WG. The digestive system. In: Moore JA, editor. Physiology of the Amphibia. 
Vol. 1. New York: Academic Press; 1964;1:654
[19] Werner EE, Willborn GA, McPeek MA. Diet composition in post metamorphic bullfrog 
and green frogs: Implications for interspecific predation and composition. Journal of 
Herpetology. 1995;29(4):600‐607
[20] Hirai T. Diet composition of introduced bullfrog (Rana catesbeiana), in the Mizorogaike 
Pond of Kyoto, Japan. Ecological Research. 2004;19:375‐380
[21] Silva ET, Reis EP, Feio RN, Ribeiro OPF. Diet of the invasive frog (Lithobates catesbeianus) 
(Shaw, 1802) (Anura: Ranidae) in Viçosa, Minas Gerias State, Brazil. South American 
Journal of Herpetology. 2009;4(3):286‐294
[22] Hepher B. Growth. In: Hepher B, editor. Nutrition of Pond Fishes. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University; 1993. pp. 163‐191
Morphometric Growth Characteristics and Body Composition of Fish and Amphibians
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.69061
23
[23] Barbato GF, Vasilatos‐Younken R. Sex‐linked and maternal effects on growth in chick‐
ens. Poultry Science. 1991;70:709‐718
[24] Dutta H. Growth in fishes. Gerontology (India). 1994; 40:97‐112
[25] Ramos S. Ajustes de curvas de crescimento e estimativas da variabilidade genética 
de peso corporal de avestruzes (Struthio camelus). 2010. 48 f. Dissertação (Mestrado 
em Genética e Melhoramento Animal). Jaboticabal, SP, Brazil: Faculdade de Ciências 
Agrárias e Veterinárias, Universidade Estadual Paulista “Julio De Mesquita Filho”; 
2010
[26] Dumas A, France J, Bureau D. Modelling growth and body composition in fish nutri‐
tion: where have we been and where are we going? Aquaculture Research. 2010;41: 
161‐181
[27] Borges FF, Amaral LA, Stefani MV. Characterization of effluents from bullfrog (Lithobates 
catesbeianus, Shaw, 1802) grow‐out ponds. Acta Limnologica Brasiliensia. 2012;24(2):160‐166
[28] Teodoro SM, Chaves MA, Escobedo JF, Agostinho CA. Relação de variáveis ambien‐
tais em baias cobertas com polietileno e desempenho da rã‐touro (Rana catesbeiana). 
Engenharia Agrícola. 2005;25(1):46‐56
[29] Petersen AM, Gleeson TT. Acclimation temperature affects the metabolic response of 
amphibians skeletal muscle to insulin. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology Part A. 
2011;160:72‐80
[30] Braga SL, Lima SL. Influência da temperatura ambiente no desempenho da rã‐touro, Rana 
catesbeiana (Shaw, 1802) na fase de recria. Revista Brasileira de Zootecnia. 2001;30(6):659‐1663
[31] Figueiredo MRC, Agostinho CA, Baêta FC, Lima CA. Efeito da temperatura sobre o des‐
empenho da rã‐touro (Rana catesbeiana, Shaw 1802). Revista Brasileira de Zootecnia. 
1999;28(4):661‐667
[32] Figueiredo MRC, Lima SL, Agostinho CA, Baêta FC. Efeito da temperatura e do 
fotoperíodo sobre o desenvolvimento do aparelho reprodutor de rã‐touro (Rana catesbei-
ana Shaw, 1802). Revista Brasileira de Zootecnia. 2001;30:916‐923
[33] Tedeschi LO. Review assessment of the adequacy of mathematical models. Agricultural 
Systems. 2006;89:225‐247
[34] Thornley JHM, France J. Mathematical Models in Agriculture: Quantitative Methods for 
the Plant, Animal and Ecological Sciences. 2nd ed. Wallingford: CABI; 2007. p. 906
[35] Martínez R, Martínez N. Diseño de experimentos: Análisis de datos estándar y no están‐
dar. Bogotá: Editorial Guadalupe; 1997. p. 479
[36] Rondón‐oviedo O, Waldroup PW. Models to estimate amino acid requirements for 
broiler chickens: A review. International Journal of Poultry Science. 2002;1(5):106‐113
[37] Parks JA. Theory of Feeding and Growth of Animals. Berlin: Springer‐Verlag; 1982. p. 451
New Insights into Morphometry Studies24
[38] Strathe AB, Danfaer A, Sørensen H, Kebreab EA. A multilevel nonlinear mixed effects 
approach to model growth in pigs. Journal of Animal Science. 2010;88:638‐649
[39] Gous RM, Moran Jr, ET, Stilborn HR, Bradford GD, Emmans GC. Evaluation of the 
parameters needed to describe the overall growth, the chemical growth, and the growth 
of feathers and breast muscles of broilers. Poultry Science. 1999;78:812‐882
[40] Brown D, Rothery P. Models in Biology: Mathematics, Statistics and Computing. England, 
Chichester, New York, Brisbane, Toronto, Singapore: John Wiley and Sons; 1993. p. 688
[41] Brown JE, Fitzhugh Jr. HA, Cartwright TCA. Comparison of nonlinear models for 
describing weight‐age relationships in Cattle. Journal of Animal Science. 1976;42:810‐818
[42] Barlow J. Nonlinear and logistic growth in experimental populations of Guppies. 
Ecology. 1992;73(3):941‐950
[43] Keele JW, Williams CB, Bennett GL. A computer model to predict the effects of level of 
nutrition on composition of empty body gain in beef cattle. I. Theory and development. 
Journal of Animal Science. 1992;70(3):841‐857
[44] Gomiero JSG, Freitas RTF, Santos VB, Silva FF, Rodrigues PB, Logato, PVR. Curvas de 
crescimento morfométrico de Piracanjuba (Brycon orbignyanus). Ciência e Agrotecnologia. 
2009;33:882‐889
[45] Santos VB, de Freitas RTF, Silva FF, Freato TA. Avaliação de curvas de crescimento mor‐
fométrico de linhagens de tilápia do nilo (Oreochromis niloticus) Ciências. Agrotecnología. 
2007;31(5):1486‐1492
[46] Oliveira HN, Lôbo RB, Pereira CS. Comparação de modelos nãolineares para descrever 
o crescimento de fêmeas da raça guzerá. Pesquisa Agropecuária Brasileira. 2000;35(9): 
1843‐1851
[47] Silva NAM, Lana AMQ, Silva FF, Silveira FG, Bergmann JAG, Silva MA, Toral FLB. 
Seleção e classificação multivariada de modelos de crescimento não lineares para bovi‐
nos nelore. Arquivos Brasileiro de Medicina Veterinária e Zootecnia. 2011;63(2):364‐371
[48] Silveira FG, Silva FF, Carneiro PLS, Malhado CHM. Classificação multivariada de mode‐
los de crescimento para grupos genéticos de ovinos de corte. Revista Brasileira de Saúde 
e Produção Animal. 2011;13(1):62‐73
[49] Sarmento JLR, Rezazzi AJ, Souza WH, Torres RA, Breda FC, Menezes GRO. Analysis of 
the growth curve of Santa Ines sheep. Revista Brasileira de Zootecnia. 2006;35:435‐442
[50] Mansano CFM, Stéfani MV, Pereira MM, Macente BI. Non‐linear growth models for 
bullfrog tadpoles. Ciência e Agrotecnologia. 2012;36(4):454‐462
[51] Rodrigues ML, Lima SL, Moura OM, Agostinho CA, Silva JHV, Cruz GRB, Campos VM, 
Casali AP, Mendes RRB, Albuquerque AG. Curva de crescimento em rã‐touro na fase de 
recria. Archivos de Zootecnia. 2007;56(214):125‐136
Morphometric Growth Characteristics and Body Composition of Fish and Amphibians
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.69061
25
[52] Silva FF, Aquino LH, Oliveira AIG. Estimativas de parâmetros genéticos de curva de 
crescimetno de gado nelore (Bos indicus). Ciência e Agrotecnologia. Edição Especial: 
2002;1562‐1567
[53] Mendes PN, Muniz JA, Silva FF, Mazzini ARA, Silva NAM. Análise da curva de cresci‐
mento difásica de fêmeas hereford por meio da função não linear de Gompertz. Ciência 
Animal Brasileira. 2009;10(2):454‐461
[54] Amancio ALL, Silva JHV, Fernandes JBK, Sakomura NK, Cruz GRB. Use of mathemati‐
cal models in the study of bodily growth in GIFT strain Nile tilapia. Revista Ciência 
Agronômica. 2014;45:257‐266
[55] Carvalho JC. Desempenho zootécnico e curvas de crescimento de tilápia do nilo 
(Oreochromis niloticus) melhoradas geneticamente para ganho em peso. 2016. 49 f. 
Dissertação (Mestrado em Ciência Animal), Campo Grande, Brazil: Universidade Federal 
de Mato Grosso do Sul; 2016
[56] Hernandez‐Llamas F, Ratkowsky DA. Growth of fishes, crustaceans and molluscs: 
Estimation of the von Bertalanffy, Logistic, Gompertz and Richards curves and a new 
growth model. Marine Ecology Progress Series. 2004;282:237‐244
[57] Katsanevakis S, Maravelias CD. Modelling fish growth: Multi‐model inference as 
a better alternative to a priori using von Bertalanffy equation. Fish and Fisheries. 
2008;9(2):178‐187
[58] Aguilar FA. Modelos matemáticos no lineales como herramienta para evaluar el cre‐
cimiento de tilapia roja (Oreochromis spp.) tilapia nilótica (Oreochromis niloticus Var. 
Chitralada)” alimentadas con dietas peletizadas o extruidas. 135 f. Dissertação (Mestrado 
em Produção Animal). Bogotá: Faculdade de Medicina Veterinária e de Zootecnia, 
Universidade Nacional de Colômbia; 2010
[59] Costa AC, Neto Reis RV, Freitas RTF, Freato TA, Lago AA, Santos VB. Avaliação do cres‐
cimento de tilápias de diferentes linhagens através dos modelos não lineares. Archivos 
de Zootecnia, Córdoba. 2009;58:561‐564
[60] Silva FL, et al. Growth curves in beef cows of diferente biological types. Pesquisa 
Agropecuária Brasileira, Brasília. 2011;46(3):262‐271
[61] Freitas AR. Curvas de crescimento na produção animal. Revista Brasileira de Zootecnia, 
Viçosa. 2005;34(3):786‐795
[62] Pereira MM, Mansano CFM, Silva EP, de Stéfani MV. Growth in weight and of some 
tissues in the bullfrog: Fitting nonlinear models during the fattening phase. Ciência 
Agrotecnologia, Lavras. 2014;38(6):598‐606
[63] Gamito S. Growth models and their use in ecological modelling: An application to a fish 
population. Ecological Modelling. 1998;113:83‐94
New Insights into Morphometry Studies26
[64] Mansano CFM, de Stéfani MV, Pereira MM, Nascimento TSR, Macente BI. Morphometric 
growth characteristics and body composition of bullfrog tadpoles in captivity. Semina. 
2014;35(5):2817‐2830
[65] Winsor CP. The Gompertz curve as a growth curve. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. 1932;18(1):1‐8
[66] Bureau DP, Kaunshik SJ, Cho CY. Bioenergetics. In: Halver JE, Hardy RW, editors. Fish 
Nutrition. 3rd ed. San Diego, CA, USA: Academic Press; 2002. pp. 1‐59
[67] Bureau DP, Azevedo PA, Tapia‐salazar M, Cuzon G. Pattern and Cost of growth and 
nutrient deposition in fish and shrimp: Potencial implications and applications. In: Cruz‐
suárez LE, Ricque‐marie D, Tapia‐salazar M, Olvera‐novoa MA, Civera‐cerecedo R, edi‐
tors. Avances en Nutrición Acuícola: Simposium Internacional de Nutrición Aacuícola. 
Mérida. Anais. Mérida, Yucatán, México; 2000. pp. 119‐122
[68] Gayon J. History of the concept of allometry. American Zoologist. 2000;40:748‐758
[69] Manrinque CHE, Fernandes JBK, Sakomura NK, Vigoya AAA, Nascimento TMT, Silva 
EP, Mansano CFM. Description of growth and body composition of freshwater Angelfish 
(Pterophyllum scalare) by Gompertz model. Revista Brasileira de Zootecnia. 2017x. In Press
[70] Santos VB, Freato TA, Freitas RTF, Logato PVR. Crescimento relativo e coeficientes alo‐
métricos de componentes do corpo de linhagens de Tilápias‐do‐Nilo (Oreochromis niloti-
cus). Ciência Animal Brasileira. 2006;7(4):357‐364
[71] Almeida AK, Ferreira TC, Silva SLH, Kuster LDS, Pires AV, Pereira IG, Júnior FFS. 
Alometria do crescimento do filé de tilápia (Oreochromis niloticus) em dois sistemas de 
produção. ZOOTEC: 22‐26 May, 2006; Centro de Convenções de Pernambuco, Brazil
[72] Tavares‐dias M, Barcellos JFM, Marcon JL, Menezes GC, Ono EA, Affonso EG. 
Hematological and biochemical parameters for the pirarucu (Arapaima gigas Schinz, 1822) 
(Osteoglossiformes, Arapaimatidae) in net Cage culture. Journal of Applied Ichthyology. 
(Berlin). 2007;2:61‐68
[73] Silva‐júnior MG, Castro ACL, Soares LS, França VL. Relação peso‐comprimento de 
espécies de peixes do estuário do rio Paciência da Ilha do Maranhão, Brasil. Boletin do 
Laborátorio de Hidrobiologia. 2007;20:31‐38
[74] Sani BK, Gupta UK, Sarkar A, Pandey V, Dubey VK, Singh WL. Length–weight relation‐
ships of 14 Indian freshwater fish species from the Betwa (Yamuna River tributary) and 
Gomti (Ganga River tributary) rivers. Technical note. Journal of Applied Ichthyology. 
2010;26:456‐459
[75] Hile R. Summary of investigations on the morphometry of the cisco (Leucichthys artedi) 
(Le Sueur), in the Lakes of the Northern Highland, Wisconsin. Papers of the Michigan 
Academy of Science, Arts, and Letters. 1936;21:619‐634
Morphometric Growth Characteristics and Body Composition of Fish and Amphibians
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.69061
27
[76] Arslan M, Yildirim A, Bekta S. Length‐weight relationship of brown trout (Salmo 
trutta L.), inhabiting Kan Stream, çoruh Basin, North‐Eastern Turkey. Turkish Journal of 
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences. 2004;4:45‐48
[77]  İlkyaz TA, Metin G, Soykan O, Kinacigil T. Age, growth and sexual development of sole‐
nette (Buglossidium luteum) (Risso, 1810), in the central Aegean Sea. Journal of Applied 
Ichthyology. 2010;26:436‐440
[78] Klein W, Dabésc, L, Bonfim VMG, Magrini L, Napoli MF. Allometric relationships 
between cutaneous surface area and body mass in anuran amphibians. Zoologischer 
Anzeiger. 2016;263:45‐54
[79] Marcato SM, Sakomura NK, Munari DP, Fernandes JBK, Kawauchi IM, Bonato MA. 
Growth and body nutrient deposition of two broiler commercial genetic lines. Brazilian 
Journal of Poultry Science. 2008;10:117‐123
[80] Dumas A, Lange CFM, France J, Bureau D. Quantitative description of body composition 
and rates of nutrient deposition in rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss). Aquaculture. 
2007;273:165‐181
[81] Amancio ALL. Características de crescimento e composição corporal da tilápia nilótica 
(Oreochromis niloticus) linhagem gift [Tese (Doutorado em Zootecnia)]. Areia: Universidade 
Federal da Paraíba; 2011. 91p
[82] Silva TSC. Modelos de crescimento e desempenho de tilápias‐do‐Nilo (Oreochromis niloti-
cus; linhagem Supreme) alimentadas com dietas sem ou com suplementação de lisina 
e treonina, em gaiolas [Dissertação (Mestrado em Zootecnia)]. Maringá: Universidade 
Estadual de Maringá; 2008. 50p
[83] Guinazi M, Moreira APB, Salaro AS, Castro FAF, Dadalto M, Pinheiro‐sant’ana HM. 
Composição química de peixes de água doce frescos e estocados sob congelamento. Acta 
Scientiarum Technology, Maringá. 2006;28(2):119‐124
[84] Caula FCB, Oliveira MP, Maia EL. Teor de colesterol e composição centesimal de algumas 
espécies de peixes do estado do Ceará. Ciência e Tecnologia de Alimentos, Campinas. 
2008;28(4):959‐963
[85] Neves HCN. Avaliação do cultivo e das caracteristicas fisico‐química, microbiológica e 
sensorial de tilápia nilótica (Oreochromis niloticus) criada no açude Jandaia‐Bananeiras/
PB. Monografia (Graduação em Agroindústria). Bananeiras: Universidade Federal da 
Paraíba; 2009. 47p
[86] Vargas GD’A. Modelo de simulação do crescimento e desenvolvimento de frangos de 
corte [Tese (Doutorado em Produção Animal)]. Pelotas: Faculdade de Agronomia Eliseu 
Maciel, Universidade Federal de Pelotas; 2004. 116 f
New Insights into Morphometry Studies28
